Memorandum 



COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 



6i 



To: Members of the 

From: NyashaSmith, Sec^etarf tothe Council 

Date: July 9, 2012 



Subject: 




(caimS -1 "* ^ FoiTester Construction Cm °f> m y 

2oS$6 MmZTp^^T Con «°n Company fa the 
amount ol W.837,819 for the Phase 1 Modernization of Nalle Elementary 
School was filed m the Office of the Secretary on July 6, 2 012 ^ 

S^rw^T 6 "^ ^ M ° nday ' M ? 9 > 2012 > *«*«S»g 
3S2li ^^^ legal holidays. The proposJcontoc 
wm oe deemed approved on Thursday, July 19, 2012, unless a resolution of 
approval or disapproval is introduced within the ten day xevfe^SST 
extending the review to 4 5 days. *^ ' 

INTRODUCED BY: Cliairman Mendelson at the request of the Mayor 

Retained by the Council with comments from the Committee on Government 
Operations and the Committee of the Whole. Government 



Attachment 

cc: General Counsel 
Budget Director 
Legislative Services 



Vincent C. Gray 
Mayor 



JUL 6 2012 

The Honorable Phil Mendelson 
Chair 

Council of the District of Columbia 
John A. Wilson Building 
1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, N W 
Suite 504 

Washington, D.C. 20004 



Reference: District of Columbia Department of General Services 

SSSSS^^ SerViCCS " ^ EUmenUry Sch ° 01 ( DCA M-12- 



Dear Chairman Mendelson: 



Modernization of Nalle Sent fKJX^ Sen " CeS for ^ Phase 1 

Columbia for its review a^daiprova! ( 1 t0 ^ C<>UnCil ° f District ° f 

As you are aware, the Master Facilities Plan Cthe "MFP"i fx, tu n- ^- 
Schools contemplates that elemental u u ] °' DlStnct of Columbia Public 

period of years. The fZ SSL Ztf W ' be m °? e ™ zed * * phased approach over a 
of the schools-th ^ class ooms lit S£ ff "nT" ^ °" Academic C ™P" 
Nalle Elemental School isto^S .^iSSLZX £*" ^ 

hallways, bathrooms aid er^JoE ThT Co^fi ZT"*? * 

and/or reconfigurations to the P«AtXo^STf T"" Sekctive u P^ es 

P^rmance^u™^^^ 



The Honorable Phil Mendelson 
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will be performed by District resident ( o) °! the t0tal hours worked ° n Project 

its: 553 r» ssssa sir— « ■ 



Sincerely, 



Vfocent C. Gray W 
Mayor of the District of Columbi// 

Enclosures (5) 



Copy: B. Hanlon 
S. Burrell 



Council Contract Summary 



SSSS^CoSSii P lease i l ° P rovide fo»owing contract summary to me Council 

(A) t-issK sr* the contract number ' the contract — » d - 

Contractor: Forrester Construction Company ("Forrester") 

Definmve Contract Amount: The Contract has a guaranteed m^irnT£c e of 

$6,837,819 and includes a Design-Build Fee of 
$420,425 

Contract Number: DCAM-12-M-1031G-FM 
Contract Term: From date f approval to August 12, 2012 for 

r Substantial Completion. 

Contract Type: Cost plus a Fixed Fee with Guarantee Maximum 

Price 

modernization will target the schnnk' <Sv«w,o n~ , • ■ \. p ase ot 

Plumbing systems J tZS^TZ^ZX^J,™ 



(B) 



, ooKiana @ Bunker Hill EC; Bruce Monroe @ Parkview ES; Ketcham ES; 
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hS^s" ^^nt^^ ^ ES; R ° SS ES; Simon E * - d Stuart 

h™!? 7^ Department previously engaged architects to prepare design 

JST °tr entS f ° r ^ Ph3Se 1 Work at *«* ^ools as wellTLS 
upgrades key pubkc areas such as hallways, bathrooms and entrance lobbies £^2 

Specific Services Required: 

E^mX^^ ^T* T^T PhaSe 1 ""^ization at Nalle 

h~TT a , Wdl 38 t0 "n^rtake certain other improvements that extend 
beyond the Academic Components, such as hallways, bathrooms and enLce loS 

i tZnXz reconf — » ^'school, stz 

(C> ^'rl"" Pr ° C< f S ' inCluding the number of offe ™. the evaluation criteria and 
*e evaluat.cn results, including price and technical components: 

On October 31, 201 1, the Department issued a Request for Prooosals f'RFPn m „ 

.he wiirx,^^ 

, ' • ° n the proposal due date fi.e November?? 9nin f„„ rf „ 
(14) proposals were received in a timely manner T ,Z r .7*. ? - " 

.hooi, 23 £SS£^^2i°2« bid on at le ** one ° f * e 

The proposals were evaluated by an evaluation panel consisting of Philin Ar,i„ urn 
Mangrum and Eupert Braithwaite in accordance with the Sa^etloStSp A 

zs i , ; , srj e D rr Md references poi^ 

ass,gned on a sliding s cale, with the lowest proposed fiSf^SS 
ihe schoISt'dS. SiXteen SCh °° 1S ' h ° WeVer ' Pri ° r t0 award ' * w - "—-tad that five of 
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points the highest receiving none, and remaining proposals receiving a portion of the 

bwefbXt lr e t ° P ° Siti0n ^ the ^ eStaWished b ? -s 
lowest ^ds for each pricing component. Offeror 4 was deemed non-responsive for 

submitting price components well in excess of 150% of the median total price? 

o^eraTSSmelt ^ cal ™^™ * rank »g *e Offerors according to the panel's 

? er0rS Pr ° p0sals ' ^ int0 consideration each of the 
tectacal factors expenence; key personnel; management plan; schedule; LSDBE plan 
and workforce uhhzation plan). The following Offerors were at fa top of u™r S 

thafoff ^ ^ Pand n ° tin 8 *» firm ' s e ^„sive school exSce ^d 

that Offeror 14 has successfully met the Department's on-time and on-budget^oals to 
prior projects. The panel ranked Forrester second noting the firm's impressive mmZ 
coverage on past DOS projects. The panel ranked Offeror 1 third SeW^S 

SS'XE tecf" 6 ? 1 ' "* " thdr Past Phase 1 -dernizaTn wofk 

tecZcaltom SC ° rerS ^ ^ 0ne P ° int ° f each other re ^<=t to 

Offeror 3 was ranked fourth. The panel noted the firm's solid school experience and well 
thought out management plan. In fifth place, the panel placed Offeror ^SnTthTfir^ 

prior completion of Phase 1 modernization work. In seventh place, the panel ranked 
Offeror 11 „ , ln g ,,s recent success on Jefferson MS and UDC Build ng 52^h e S£ 
highest scoring technical firm, Offeror 12, has performed many projects for S 
Department, of various scopes and sizes, and has consistently delivered C in niS 
place, the panel noted that Offeror 6 has completed prior Phase l ZXrSonZ± 

atufoS " 1 ^ H ha " e ," ged by ** D Wnt'son-time and oTbud^™s ml 
group of Offerors scored within a nine point technical range. 

S'piat^fferorl ^V™ °{ Mc ? 0fferors > *■ P**l ranked Offeror 9 in 
parts £ fieSf for 1 n Pe ^ m fi* u Umber ° f Specialty ^j^ 8 ' tacludin g »>«nly 
NexT I etvtnft r^k ^T^* but bas »° P rior Ph ^ 1 modernization experience 
next, in elevemh rank, the panel noted that Offeror 2, while havine much <!cl™i 
expenence has been recently challenged in managing the design efforts 7a dSn 
bu, der, and in meeting the Department's on-time and on-budget^oak aUa^ev ES^n 

si^ar's^ wMe off T° r 13 has iocai sssi 

was in schools. Offeror 13 s proposal was also weak in addressinc the He*,™, 

ESTlEST','* 13 ' S SChedU ' e Sh0W6d -nstructiXmtinJpS 

flie end of the school year. The panel last ranked Offeror 10, noting that Offeror To\ 
subm.ssion was lacking in several areas. The panel noted that OffeforTo pCed for 
_J-*^egm^Ap ril (even though school is in session), MeTta tit 

for purposes for the price scoring calculations. 66 f ° r deSlgn mana g emei * 
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^Tt'J^f T ieW ° f ? Ch ° f &e proposaIs was ^bined with the price 

ar ,tad by the ° f smai1 BiSSSisr 

anlLS , w ° rS W3S S ° Certlfied ^ received ^tional points accordinelv TOe 

certified Offeror. 'Jiierors, ana the CBE points for each 

P rZ i^STSSZE consi H er ^ d whether 311 0fferor should ta awaided 

Phase 1 wnT^H ! P ■ . determine d that given the compressed timeline for the 

zr^rsstt s^rz^ £ sstr project not 

Forrester was established in 1988 and emnlovs a staff of ?™ : ,r m , T 

modernization o""tia ShI DC^ ■ F °? S f iS CUrrent,y WOrkin « on 
determined that me proposed 2n„ w . ?" ,he pr ° P0Sed P lan «*« 

under this conl^.SStoKSilSM Uto * manage ^ WOrk «"» nircd 
their proposed duties. P ad ^ reqmslte «!>««** to discharge 

Performance Measures Standard, and expected outcomes of the proposed contract: 



maS a is to P rovide 311 d ^gn services, management, personnel, labor 

SS?i?ss 6 ifT l< : complet f *■ schocI portion ° f ^ - £5 

man August 12, 2012. If the Project is complete on-time and on-budeet Forrester will 
recetve a Destgn-Build Fee of $462,467.50. If one or both of the£ gotis Z noTI 
Forrester's Design-Build Fee will be $378,382.50. In addition, if For^ste aThiel me 
Workforce Unhzatton Requirement, it wi!l receive an addition. $2.,0 2 1 25 1 ^! 

<F) aU^T'?,. th8t the , Pr ° P0Sed Contract is within *• appropriated budset 

and h^ r H " Cy f ° r the f,S£al year and is with theftoaliaS 

and budget adopted m accordance with sections 47-392.01 and 47-392.02: 

nSim^priL'of 8T:tL° ffi r ^ Ceitified Wat » e P"*— «— «d 

agencyT S year S id hea ™ ated ca P ital "udget authority for the 

adopted in^tZ'Z ^7-3^^^ ^ ™*« 
(G) i^SSl^fS^ ^rr" 1 ,r raCt 18 legaUy SUfficient *" d "as been 

Smp^f iLlnt STvisrhat ^ ? 

i^s™ of fte District 

(I) Status of Proposed Contractor: 

£S£ tf ? ma1 !' ^ Disadvan ^ Business Enterprise by the 

cenifie/thS 

of which 35% wil. be awarded to small or d3^g££SE a**"" 
SLTSli?" Pr ° P0Sed £ ° ntraCt * at *« ft—— Officer 



AH significant aspects of the proposed contract have been provided. 
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debarment, «Z£££££S? ° r ^ernment, the dates of the 

C«^^ ™. t0 the of the District of 

Procurement's Exc.uded ""d EfS* /r ^ ° f C ° ntraCtS & 

List. LlSt 3:1(1 ±e Federal Government's Excluded Parties 

(L) Where the contract, if executed, will be made available online: 

™e contact, if approved, will be posted on the Department of General Services web site. 
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GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
DEPARTMENT OF EMPLOYMENT SERVICES 
Office of Unemployment Compensation/Tax Division 
* * * 




REVISED 



TAX VERIFICATION RESPONSE - DOES 

CONTRACT SPECIALIST: Tia Mercer 
AGENCY: DGS 

VENDOR NAME: FORRESTER CONSTRUCTION COMPANY 
D.CDOES SUI ACCOUNT #: 159356 FED ERAL ID #: 521587647 

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF EMPLOYMENT SERVICES TAX DIVISION 

THE DEPARTMENT OF EMPLOYMENT SERVICES CERTIFIES THAT: 

E oHhS With the ta filin 9 and Went requirements 

paymenl plan Unemployment Tax Laws or is in compliance with an established 

. . The Prospective Contractor is "NOT IN COMPLIANCE" with the tax filinn anH ^nt 

□ SM^f ! 81 * 1 ° f ?* JmWa Un -P'ov~ obtain 
^5^^^ 8n ? make arran 9 ements *> correct this deficiency by coSSe 
tax enforcement officer whose name and telephone number follow: wnucnng Ine 

Tax Enforcement Officer: Doris Artis Phone#: (202) 698 . 5122 

Comment^ 



6/15/2012 



SIGNATURE 

Ul Tax Officer 



TITLE 



DATE 

(202)-698-3564 



TELEPHONE/FAX NUMBER 




For more information, please go to the DOES Web Site at http://www.does.dc.gov/ 

Tax Verification Response - DOES p aam , A * , 

y ' Rev: 6/2012 



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



Office of Tax and Revenue 

941 North Capitol Street, N.E, 5th Floor ^. ^. a. 
Collection Division 

Washington, , DC 20002 b^L^E 



OFFICE OF TAX AND REVENUE 
TAX VERIFICATION RESPONSE 



REQUESTOR: TIA MERCF.R 
AGENC Y:JJGS 



VENDOR NAME: FORRESTER rnisr«TPTT^ w ^ Mr ^ FW:^2=X5SmL 



TO BE COMPLETED BY THE OFFICE OF TAX & REVENUE 



□ The prospective contractor/individual is jyrtHaWe for the tax filing requirements of the District of Columbia. 

□ The prospective contractor is not in compile with the tax filing and payment requirements of the District of 

□ 



The prospective contractor has recently been roistered with the District of Columbia and has 
liabilities so far. 



not incurred any 



pTeaTeTl^foS «-MUBUl*ta4 to do business in the Strict of Columbia. 

Som^ Servic ? - ce , at (2 k 02) 727-4829 10 request a fontt FR - 500 

htt P s://www.t fl «p/ v ^^ DCRlX 0026 



06/08/2012 




Date 



Telephone Number 



GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 




Memorandum 

To: Brian J. Hanlon 

Acting Director 

From; Massimo Marchiori i ft h r|A 

Agency Fiscal Officer V VV ' W 

Rcfcrencc: ^SSSS^-™*^^ 

Date: June 29, 2012 

Subject: Fiscal Sufficiency Review 



Services ^^^J^t^A^MmWF^ * D ^* Bd 

Company in the amount of $6;837,819. 12 -M-1031G-FM), with Forrester Construction 

^i^Sis;: fa its fy 2012 c * 




Agency Fiscal Officer 
Department of General Services 



$061 V2.1 PRD DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA R*STARS 2.1 06/29/12 03:12 



PM 



LINK TO: 


AGENCY BUDGET FINANCIAL INQUIRY DSNF 


AGENCY: AMO AY: 08 ORG CODE: PGM CODE: FUNCCODE: 


AP FUND: 


FUND: 0300 GRANT/PH: PROJECT/PH: YY150C 


COMP SRC/GRP: 


OBJ/COBJ/AGY OBJ: AGY OBJ GROUP: 


ORG LEVEL: 




PGM LEVEL: 




FUNC LEVEL: 




INQ TYPE: MC 


(MA,YA,MY,YY,MC,YC) DETAIL/SUMMARY: S 


INQ YEAR: 12 


INQ MONTH: 09 ADJUSTED BUDG: 18,352,000.00 


BUDGET AVAIL: 


17,224,112.81 BUDG % AVAIL: 93.85 


EXPEND/BUDG %: 


2,67 ALLOT/BUDG %: 51.50 


ALLOTMENT BAL: 


8,403,442.31 UNEXPND ALLOT* 8 961 7*Q 77 


BT TITLE 


AMOUNT BT TITLE AMOUNT 


09 ORIG EXP BU 


14,500,000.00 24 BUDGET ALLO 9,452,000.00 


10 EXP BUD REV 


3,852,000.00 


15 CASH EXPEND 


490,260.23 


17 ACCRUED EXP 


.00 


18 ENCUMB OUTS 


558,297.46 


19 PRE-ENCUM 


79,329.50 



Fl-HELP F2-DOC INQ F5-NEXT F9-INTERRUPT ENTER-INQUIRE CLEAR-EXIT 



Memorandnip 



To: 

From: 

Reference: 

Date: 



Brian J. Hanlon 
Acting Director 

Charles Brown, 
Deputy General Co 




July 2, 2012 



Subject: Legal Sufficiency Review 

Construction Company (the "CraS^d T h ^^ a ?l° f t General Services ^ FormJ 
sufficient ^^JCly'^ZtlT^^! ** le ®% 
Premised on the Contract being sub^ttedto^n^J^ appears legally sufficient is 

Co.un.biaasre^ S^lS^££^*£^*^ of 



